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I. Basis of the report 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to ' 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70. 17)): 

Description, Pages 

1 -9 as originally filed 
Claims, Numbers 

1 -1 4 received on 1 3.07.2004 with letter of 01 .07.2004 
Drawings, Sheets 

1^-3^ as originally filed 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the International application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

. n the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule .23:1 (b))? .i . • 

□ the language of publication of the intemational application (under Rule 48.3(b)). :. . . 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of internatidnal preliminary examination' (under . 
Rule 55.2 and/or 55.3). . ; / 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application In computer readable form. 

□ fumished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

la the claims, Nos.: 15 

□ the drawings, sheets: 
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5. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have 

been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

(Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be refened to under item 1 and annexed to this 
report,) 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 



V- Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability- 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 
Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 

Industrial applicability (lA) 



Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No; Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 



1 

11,14 
1 

11,14 
1,11.14 



2. Citations and explanations 



seie iseparatie sheet 
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Re Item V 

Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(il) with regard to novelty, Inventive step 
or industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Reference is made to the following documents: 



D1: US-A-5 318 412 (LASKARIS ET AL.) 7 June 1994 (1994-06-07) 

D2: US-A-6 077 054 (LEE ET AL.) 20 June 2000 (2000-06-20) 

D3: PATENT ABSTRACTS OF JAPAN vol. 2002, no. 1 0, 1 0 October 2002 

(2002-10-10) -& JP 2002 171740 A (LG ELECTRONICS INC). 14 June 2002 

(2002-06-14) 

D4: US-A-6 060 81 0 (LEE ET AL.) 9 May 2000 (2000-05-09) 

D5: US-A-5 945 748 (PARK ET AL.) 31 August 1 999 (1 999-08-31 ) 

1 . The set of claims 1-14 contains three independent claims (claims 1,11 and 14) 
with claim 1 fomiulated as Indepehdent process claim and claims 1 1 and 14 
fomnulated as independent claims for physical entities. The present claim set is 
not clear and concise, because it contains an unnecessary plurality of 
independent device claims, contrary to the requirements of Art. 6 PCT. The 
applicant Is informed that in the European Patent Office, the official interpretation 
. of the requirement of conciseness under Art. 6 PCT is that only. in exceptional 
cases more than a- single independent claim per category (process, device) is 
appropriate (such examples are e.g.: plug and socket, transmitter and receiver, 
further medical uses, alternative - unitary - solutions to a particular problem). This 
does not apply in the present case, where the independent device claims are 
clearly not directed to Interrelated products such as given in the above examples. 
Therefore, the application does not meet the requirement of conciseness of Art. 6 
PCT. In the present case, one independent claim in each category (process, 
device) is considered appropriate. 

2. The present application does not satisfy the criterion set forth in Art. 33(2) PCT 
because the subject-matter of independent claims 1 1 and 14 Is not new. 

In the opinion of the examiner, document D1 discloses (see Fig. 1 and 2, in 
particular references 12a, 12b and 18 with column 3, lines 6-15) all essential 
features of independent claims 1 1 and 14. Therefore, it appears that the subject- 
matter of independent claims 1 1 and 1 4 is not new. 
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Furthermore, also document D2 discloses (see Fig, 4 with column 3, lines 58 - 67 
15) all essential features of independent claims 11 and 14. Therefore, it appears 
that the subject-matter of Independent claims 1 1 and 14 is not new also having 
regard to D2. 

3. Since novelty is a necessary condition for an inventive step, the present 
application does not satisfy the criterion set forth in Art. 33(3) . PCT. 

4. Independent claim 1 was derived from independent claim 1 as filed plus 
dependent claim 1 1 as filed. D1 as well as D2 (each document taken alone) 
disclose the features of claim 1 as filed, i.e. method steps a,e,f of claim 1 filed with 
the letter dated 01.07.2004, however, neither of documents D1 - D5 cited in the 
Search Report, disclose the features of claim 1 1 as filed, i.e. method steps b.c.d 
of claim 1 filed with the letter dated 01 .07.2004. Therefore, the subject-matter of. 
claim 1 cannot be obtained in an obvious way by any combination of D1 - D5. 

D1 and D2 disclose homogenous internal surfaces. The applicant argues that the 
process of claim 1 leads to substantially homogenous intemal and external 
surfaces. The examiner accepts that the lamination elements of D1 as well as , 
• do not lead to a. homogenous external surface (see P1, Fig 2 and D2,. Fig.:4):.. 'ft : 

• : Therefore,. starting from D1 , the process of claim 1 solves the problem of providing . 

.;. i, substantially homogenous intemal and external surfanfts . i.. ,,; . .. ,. .• ,. y . . 

Therefore, claim 1 meets the criteria set forth in Art. 33(1 ) PCT with respect to the 
available prior art. 

Additional remarks: 

The claims are drafted in the two-part form, however, all the features known from 
D1 should have been placed in the preamble (Rule 6.3(b) PCT). Process claims 
could also be filed in the one-part-form to provide a logical sequence of process 
steps. 

In order to meet the requirements of Rule 5.1(a)(ii) PCT, D1 and D2 should have 
been cited in the description and the relevant background art disclosed therein 
should have been briefly discussed. 

The definition of the Invention in the description should have been adapted to the 
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new claims to be filed to avoid Inconsistencies which could lead to unclarity if the 
claims are read together with the description, Art. 6 PCT, Such inconsistency 
arises, if features which were introduced in the independent claim are defined as 
belonging to preferred embodiments in the description, or if features are defined 
as belonging to the invention, which are not defined in the independent claim. To 
avoid such inconsistencies the "summary of the invention" on page 2, last 
paragraph - page 3, penultimate paragraph should have been adapted to the 
amended claims. 
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